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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in Reply to communication filed on 1 1/26/2008. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . In this Reply, claims 1-4, 6-32, 34-37, and 39-41 are currently pending and are 
presently under consideration. Claims 1 , 3, 7, 8, 1 0, 1 6, 1 9, 25, 27, 28, 31 , 34, 36 and 
37 have been amended. Claim 6 is cancelled. Claims 1-4, 7-32, 34-37, and 39-41 are 
pending and represent "SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR STATE MANAGEMENT OF 
NETWORKED SYSTEMS". 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-32, 34-37, and 39-41 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection below, 
necessitated by applicant's amendment to the claims. 

Applicant's main points of contention are addressed below: 

Point A: In particular, amended independent claim 1 recites, in part, a component that 
obtains system data corresponding to a system component that resides on a first 
networked system and to a system component that resides on a second 
networked system, the second network system is external to the first networked 
system, and 

Response: As to point A, see the rejection of claim 1 below and the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. Furthermore, Both Rayes and See teach a 
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distributed system of interconnected systems (including the Internet and LANs) (Rayes 
figs 1 and 5, See par. 0040). In See par. 0010, it described the steps obtaining output 
from both network devices. 

Point B: The aggregator aggregates the system data corresponding to the first 
networked system and the second networked system . . .analyzes at least a subset of 
the system data and generates an output corresponding to respective states of a subset 
of components of the first and second networked systems, the output utilized to 
automatically limit aggregate utilization o fat least one aspect of the first or 
second networked system according to a defined limit on overall utilization. 

Response: See rejection of claim 1 below and explanation provided in light of the prior 
art of See et al. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1,7, 10, 16, 19, 25, 28, 34, and 36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claims 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventors, at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The term "a system 
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component that resides on a first networked system and to a system component 
that resides on a second networked system, the second network system is 
external to the first networked system," is not included in the specification. The 
current application does not disclose this clamed language and appropriate correction is 
required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 7-32, 34-37, and 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rayes et al (Rayes), U.S Pub. No. 20050086502 A1 , in view of See 
et al (hereinafter See), US 2003/0021283 A1 . 

Regarding claim 1, Rayes teaches a system embodied on a computer-readable storage 
medium that facilitates determining a state of a networked system (fig. 1), comprising: 

a component that obtains system data corresponding to a system component 
that resides on a first networked system (0048; controller 110) and to a system 
component that resides on a second network system, the second networked system is 
external to the first networked system (0045-0047) : and 
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an aggregator that aggregates the system data corresponding to the first 
networked system and the second networked system (figs. 1 , 5; par. 0045) in 
accordance with predetermined rules (0060) analyzes at least a subset of the system 
data and (0055-0057, 0060, 0120, item 106, 102a-n). 

Although Rayes discloses substantial features of the invention, Rayes does not 
distinctly teach "generates an output corresponding to respective states of a subset of 
components o f the first and second networked systems , the output utilized to 
automatically limit aggregate utilization of at least one aspect of the first or second 
networked system according to a defined limit on the aggregate utilization". 
Nonetheless, this feature is well known and would have been_an obvious modification to 
the system shown by Rayes as evidenced by See. 

In the same technological environment, See teaches in par. 0010 "...a first 
network device coupled to the data store for managing the network policies. The 
network management system further includes a second network device configured to 
retrieve a first set of network policies associated with the second network device from 
the data store and enforce the retrieved policies for control of network elements 
associated with the second network device..." and further in par. 0022 discloses "...the 
network policies require authentication of users on network ports during non-working 
hours and not require authentication during normal working hours, automatically add 
links to a link aggregation group if the utilization on the aggregation group reaches a 
certain threshold, and control other aspects of the network infrastructure... ". In an 
attempt to efficiently manage devices in distributed networks, avoiding costs and 
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delays in the making of management decisions, this approach of aggregating devices 
based on thresholds and other control aspects of the networks makes sense. 

Accordingly, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized 
the desirability and advantages of modifying the system shown by Rayes to employ the 
technique shown by See enabling "a network management platform that allows the 
making and enforcement of network management decisions over multiple network 
devices in an efficient and consistent manner., and further desirably implementing a 
network management platform that is scalable as the size of the network devices 
increases" (See, par. 0008). By this rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claims 2-4, 7-32, 34-37, and 39-41 the combination Rayes-See discloses: 
2. 

The system of claim 1 , additionally comprising a remote access component 
that provides a user with remote access to the output (Rayes; 0125). 
3. 

The system of claim 1 , the component comprising a polling component that 
polls the system components to obtain the system data (Rayes; 0048). 
4. 

The system of claim 1 , the aggregator comprising a distributed database 

engine (Rayes; item 124). 

7. 

The system of claim 5, the predetermined rules comprising aggregation of 

data with a plurality of distinct networked systems (Rayes; figs. 1, 5; par. 0045; 0120). 
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8. The system of claim 1 , at least one of the plurality of system components comprising 
a system component that sends data to the component unprompted. 

9. The system of claim 8, the unprompted system component utilizes at least one-of 
unicasting, multicasting, and or broadcasting techniques to send data to the component 
(Rayes; 0047-0048). 

10. The system of claim 1, the system components comprising a plurality of 
components on a server of the first networked system or the second networked system 
(Rayes; items 330, 126). 

1 1 . The system of claim 1 , the system components comprising at least one of a running 
process, a data source, and or a data log (Rayes; 0088). 

12. The system of claim 1 , the output comprising hidden information obtained via data 
mining of aggregated system data (Rayes; 0051, 0060, and 0120). 

13. The system of claim 12, the hidden information comprising at least 

one of system diagnosis information and or system 
prognosis information (Rayes; 0063, and 0087). 

14. The system of claim 1 , the output comprising a user customizable output (Rayes; 
0063, and 0087). 

15. The system of claim 1 , the output comprising a status report. (Rayes; 0063, and 
0087). 

16. The system of claim 15, the status report relating to at least one of system 
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performance data, system health data, and or system utilization data of the first and 
second networked systems (Rayes; 0063, and 0087, figs. 1 , 5; par. 0045). 

17. The system of claim 1 , the output comprising at least one schema table to 
provide optimal access of data relating to the output (Rayes; 0125). 

18. The system of claim 1 , the output utilized to detect faulty errors in at least one of the 
networked system (Rayes; 0044, 0047; figs. 1, and 5). 

19. The system of claim 1 , the output utilized to provide automatic system-software 
updates to at least one of the system components in response to the state of the subset 
of components of the first and second networked systems (Rayes; 0128; figs. 1, 5; par. 
0045). 

20. The system of claim 1 , the output comprising at least one system control 
parameter (Rayes; 0053, and 0121). 

21 . The system of claim 20, the system control parameter comprising 

at least one of a load shed command or a load balancing command (Rayes; 0053, and 
0121). 

22. The system of claim 20, the system control parameter comprising a security 
preservation action to maintain security of at least one first or second networked 
systems (Rayes; 0048, and 0053). 
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23. The system of claim 20, the system control parameter comprising 

a remedial action to maintain operation of at least one system component on the 
networked system (Rayes; 0048). 

24. The system of claim 1 , the state comprising at least one of a previous state, a 
current state, and or a future state (Rayes; 0053, 0055, and 0059). 

25. The system of claim 1 , the state comprising a health status state of the first or 
second networked system (Rayes; 0048, and 0055). 

26. The system of claim 25, the health status state comprising at least 

one consisting of a previous health status state, a current health status state, and or a 
future health status state (Rayes; 0053, 0055, and 0059). 

27. The system of claim 1 , at least a portion of the system data 
corresponding to the system components is generated by at least one health 
monitor, a performance monitor, and or a utilization monitor (Rayes; 0048, and 0055). 

28. 

A computer-implemented method for facilitating state determination of a networked 
system (Rayes; figs 1-3), comprising: 

obtaining system data corresponding to a system component that resides on a first the 
networked system and a system component that resides on a second networked 
system, the first and second networked systems do not share a direct communication 
link, the system data contains at least information regarding utilization of system 
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resources pertaining to the first and second networked systems (Rayes; figs 1, and 5, 
0048, 0069-0070, 0078; See 0010, 0022) ; 

aggregating, according to predetermined rules, at least a portion of the system 
data corresponding to at least a subset of the plurality of system components; analyzing 
at least a portion of the aggregated system data; generating an output corresponding to 
respectives states of the subset of the system components (Rayes; 0055-0057, 0060, 
0120, item 106, 102a-n). 

utilizing the output to provide an automatic software update to at least one system 
component to mitigate a detected error state (See 0041); and 

masking alerts associated with the error state when a software update is not available 
(see Rayes, 0059-0061 ). The same motivation and reason to combine utilized for the 
rejection of claim 1 is also valid for this claim. By this rationale claim 28 is rejected. 

29. The method of claim 28, further comprising: sending the output to a selectable 
recipient at a selectable rate in a selectable manner (Rayes; 0125; 0121). 

30. The method of claim 28, further comprising: customizing the output according to 
a set of rules determined by a user (Rayes; 01 25; 01 21 ). 

31 . The method of claim 28, further comprising: controlling an aspect of the 
networked system in response to the output corresponding to the state of the subset of 
the system components (Rayes; 0125; 0121; 0087, 0063). 
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32. The method of claim 31 , the aspect comprising an operational system 
parameter responsible for maintaining operation of the networked system (Rayes; 
0038). 

34. A system embodied on a computer-readable storage medium that facilitates 
determining a state of a networked system, comprising: 

means for obtaining system data corresponding to at least a subset of a plurality of 
system components that reside on a first networked system and a second networked 
system, the system data contains at least information regarding utilization of system 
resources (Rayes; 0048, 0069-0070, 0078; See 0010, 0022); 

and means for aggregating at least a portion of the obtained data, the aggregated data 
comprises system data pertaining to the first and second networked systems (See 
0010, 0022); and means for analyzing at least a subset of the portion of the obtained 
data to generate an output corresponding to a state of the subset of the plurality of 
system components means for prioritizing utilization of at least one resource on the 
networked system(Rayes; 0055- 0057, 0060, 0120, item 106, 102a-n); and means for 
automatically curtailing utilization of a resource by a first user of the networked system 

when a second user with a higher utilization priority requires the same resource (). The 
same motivation and reason to combine utilized for the rejection of claim 1 is also valid 
for this claim. By this rationale claim 34 is rejected. 

35. A system that employs at least one system of claim 1 to provide a remotely 
accessible state determination service (Rayes; 0125). 
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36. The system of claim 35, the state determination service comprising an 
aggregation, analysis, and control service for at least one networked system pertaining 
to at least one system administrator, a security action is implemented by the state 
determination service for the first networked system or the second networked system 
based on an input from the at least one system administrator. (Rayes; 0089, 0109, and 
0120; figs 1, and 5). 

37. A method that employs the method of claim 28 in a multiple networked 

system service environment to determine and predict common errors across at least a 
subset of the networked systems (Rayes; 0044, and 0047). 

39. A computer readable medium having stored thereon computer executable 
components of the system of claim 1 . A device employing the method of claim 28 
comprising at least one of a computer, a server, and or a handheld electronic device 
(Rayes; items 330, 126). 

41 . A device employing the system of claim 1 comprising at least one of a computer, 
a server, and or a handheld electronic device (Rayes; items 330, 126). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from examiner 
should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272-3914. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tonia Dollinger, can be reached on (571) 272-4170. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-3301 . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
0800. 



/Jude J Jean-Gilles/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2443 
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